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The listed citations were cited in a Communication from a foreign patent 
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. the Communication are attached. The Examiner is requested to make these 
citations of official record in this application. 
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Japanese Patent Application No. 2002-503702 
YourRef: MS1-561JP 
OnrRef: PH141101 

Title: SYSTEM AND METHOD FOR INTEGRATING 
SPREADSHEETS AND WORD PROCESSING 
TABLES 

In the name of: MICROSOFT CORPORATION 



This is to inform you that we received a first Official Notice of Rejection regarding the above 
referenced application from the Japan Patent Office. The reasons are as stated in the Official 
Notice. 



Enclosed please find 

(*)the Official Notice; 

(*) the cited reference^); 

( ) the prior art literature(s); and 

The due date for responding to this rejection is March 16. 2006 . although a three-month 
extension of term can be obtained, if necessary. 

Please let us have your instructions by February 23, 2006 at the latest. 

Kindly acknowledge receipt of this letter by return facsimile. 

Very truly yours, 



Tani&Abe 
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(Translation) 



OFFICIAL NOTICE OF REJECTION mailed on December 16, 2005 

Japanese Patent Application No. 2002-503702 



Reasons 

1. The matters recited in claims of the present 
application fail to conform to the requirement prescribed under 
the Main Clause of Section 29 , Paragraph 1 of the Japanese Patent 
Law. as set forth below. Therefore, the claimed inventions are 
unpatentable . 

Remarks 

Ret Claims 1 to 50 

Claims 1 to 50 recite a logical structure of a computer 
system which is an architecture. However, claims 1 to 50 recite 
neither hardware resources for actually constructing the logical 
structure as the computer system, nor how to make the hardware 
resources collaborate with each other. 

Thus , the present inventions of claims 1 to 50 fall to fall 
under "a statutory invention" defined under the Japanese Patent 

Re: Claims 51 to 57 

The present invention of claims 51 to 57 falls to go beyond 
a category of man-made rules (by which a law of nature is not 
utilized) i.e.' rules relating to recalculation of tabular data . 
Thus, the claimed invention fails to fall under "a statutory 
invention" defined under the Japanese Patent Law. 

Re: Claim 58 

According to the present invention of claim 58 , man-made 
rules (bywhichalawof nature is not utilized) i.e. rulesrelating 
to recalculation of tabular data are merely coded. Thus, the 
claimed invention fails to fall under "a statutory invention" 
defined under the Japanese Patent Law. 

Re: Claims 59 to 67 

The present invention of claims 59 to 67 fails to go beyond 



a category of man-mads rules (by which a law of nature Is not 
utilized) i.e. rules relating to recalculation of tabular data. 
Thus, the claimed invention fails to fall under "a statutory 
invention" defined under the Japanese Patent Law. 

Re: Claim 68 

According to the present invention of claim 68, man-made 
rules (bywhichalawof nature is notutilized) i.e. rules relating 
to recalculation of tabular data are merely coded. Thus, the 
claimed invention falls to fall under "a statutory invention" 
defined under the Japanese Patent Law. 

Re: Claims 69 to 76 

The present invention of claims 69 to 76 fails to go beyond 
a category of man-made rules (by which a law of nature is not 
utilized) i.e. rules relating to recalculation of tabular data. 
Thus, the claimed invention fails to fall under "a statutory 
invention" defined under the Japanese Patent Law. 

Re: Claim 77 

According to the present invention of claim 77, man-made 
rules (bywhichalawof nature is not utilized) i.e. rulesrelating 
to recalculation of tabular data are merely coded. Thus, the 
claimed invention fails to fall under "a statutory invention" 
defined under the Japanese Patent Law. 

Re: Claims 78 to 80 

The present invention of claims 78 to 80 fails to go beyond 
a category of man-made rules (by which a law of nature is not 
utilized) i.e. reference rules relating to a cell of tabular 
data. Thus, the claimed invention fails to fall under "a 
statutory invention" defined under the Japanese Patent Law. 

Re: Claim 81 

According to the present invention of claim 81, man-made 
rules (by which a law of nature is not utilized) i.e. reference 
rules relating to a cell of tabular data are merely coded. Thus , 
the claimed invention fails to fall under "a statutory invention" 
defined under the Japanese Patent Law. 

Re: Claim 82 

The present invention of claim 82 fails to go beyond a 



category of man-made rules (by which a law of nature is not 
utilized ) i . e . nesting rules of tabular data . Thus , the claimed 
invention fails to fall under "a statutory invention" defined 
under the Japanese Patent Law. 

Re: Claims 83 to 84 

According to the present inventions of claims 83 to 84, 
man-made rules (by which a law of nature is not utilized) i.e. 
nesting rules of tabulardataaremerelycoded. Thus, theclaimed 
inventions fail to fall under "a statutory invention" defined 
under the Japanese Patent Law. 

Re: Claim 85 

The present invention of claim 85 fails to go beyond a 
category of man-made rules (by which a law of nature is not 
utilized) i.e. format rules of tabular data. Thus, the claimed 
invention fails to fall under "a statutory invention" defined 
under the Japanese Patent Law. 

Re: Claim 86 

According to the present invention of claim 86, man-made 
rules (by which a law of nature is not utilized) i.e. format 
rules of tabular data are merely coded. Thus, the claimed 
invention fails to fall under "a statutory invention" defined 
under the Japanese Patent Law. 

Re: Claim 87 

The present invention of claim 87 fails to go beyond a 
category of man-made rules (by which a law of nature is not 
utilized) i.e. correction rules of tabular data. Thus, the 
claimed invention fails to fall under "a statutory invention" 
defined under the Japanese Patent Law. 

Re: Claim 88 

According to the present invention of claim 88, man-made 
rules (by which a law of nature is not utilized) i.e. correction 
rules of tabular data are merely coded. Thus, the claimed 
invention fails to fall under "a statutory invention" defined 
under the Japanese Patent Law. 

Re: Claims 89 to 91 

The present invention of claims 89 to 91 fails to go beyond 



a category of man-made rules (by which a law of nature Is not 
utilized) i.e. control rules of tabular data. Thus , the claimed 
invention falls to fall under "a statutory invention" defined 
under the Japanese Patent Law. 

Re: Claim 92 

The present invention of claim 92 fails to go beyond a 
category of man-made rules (by which a law of nature is not 
utilized), i.e. reflection rules of tabular data. Thus, the 
claimed invention fails, to fall under "a statutory invention" 
defined under the Japanese Patent Law. 

Re: Claims 93 to 97 

Recording to the present inventions of claims 93 to 97, 
man-made rules (by which a law of nature is not utilized) i.e. 
rules relating to processing a table are merely converted into 
a medium. Thus, the claimed inventions fail to fall under "a 
statutory invention" defined under the Japanese Patent Law. 

Re: Claims 104 to 105 

The present claims 104 to 105 merely enumerate data, failing 
to recite availability of hardware resources . Thus , the claimed 
inventions fail to fall under "a statutory invention" defined 
under the Japanese Patent Law. 

It is clear that the inventions of claims other than claims 
98 to 103 fail to fall under a statutory invention defined under 
Section 29 , Paragraph 1, Main Clause of the Japanese Patent Law. 
Thus, the claimed inventions have not been examined as to 
patentability requirements such as novelty and inventive step. 

2. The present invention(s) as claimed in claim(s) set 
forth below would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill 
in the art, to which the inventions(s) pertain(s) , prior to the 
filing date of the present application, on the basis of an 
lnvention(s) described in the publication^ ) set forth below 
as distributed in Japan or foreign countries or an invention(s) 
made available to the public through the telecommunication line 
prior to the filing date of the present application . Therefore , 
the present invention(e) is (are) unpatentable under the 
provision of Section 29, Paragraph 2 of the Japanese Patent Law. 



Remarks 

(1) Japanese Patent Application Laid-open No. Hei 06-180697 

(2) , Japanese Patent Application Laid-open No. Hei 06-180698 

(3) Japanese Patent Application Laid-open No. Hei 06-139241 

(4) Japanese Patent Application Laid-open No. Hei 05-314152 

(5) Japanese Patent Application Laid-open No. Hei 04-225466 

(6) Japanese Patent Application Laid-open No. Sho 63-085960 

Re: Claims 98 to 103 

In a document processor with a well-known spreadsheet 
function, as disclosed in each of references 1 to 6 above, there 
is no remarkable, technical difficulty in employing a function 
of a well-known spreadsheet software (such as MS-Excel) which 
is sold by the Applicant of the present application, as a 
spreadsheet function. 

Incidentally, it is well-known art in the technical field 
of information processing to output a message by employing a 
free floating function. 

3 . The recitations of claims of the present application 
are deficient in the points below. Therefore, the present 
application fails to conform to the requirements prescrlbedunder 
Section 36, Paragraph 6, Item 2 of the Japanese Patent Law. 

Remarks 

The form of the recitations of claims 93 to 97 is improper, 
since it allows the recitations to read that a computer readable 
medium (per se) carries out various types of processes. 
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